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the predlcted locatron. To facrhtate the dehvery of dlstant network srgnals to truly unserved
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Commrssnon s proposal to 1mpr0ve the current Grade B predrctrve model Indrvrdual Locatron

%,

Longley-Rice (“ILLR”), by mcludmg envrronmental factors such as terram bulldlng structures

Ve
\-‘ .
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and other land cover vanatlons Unfortunately for the rural consumer the problem w1th
improving the Grade B prediction model is that the Grade B staﬂdard itself is an ou_tdated artd

inadequate measure of an acceptable picture.

2. The Commission developed the Grade B standard in the 1950’s and has used it in

' 65 Fed. Reg. 4923 (Feb. 2, 2000).
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quality” contemplated by the Commlssmn was based on quahty levels developed by the

Television Allocation Study Orgamzanon (“TASO”) over 50 yeaxs ago However acceptable

4. Using an analogy, no matter how much a mechamc tlnkers w1th a Model T F ord

s

it is still a Model T. Consumers are not expected to drxve 1930’s cars - and they should not be

expected to watch 1950°s pictures. Many ruml Amerxcans who are predlcted to receive a 51gnal

of Grade B intensity are actually receiving unacceptable television picture_s under any modern

2 Satellite Delivery of Network Signals to Unserved Households fof Purpases of the Satellite Home Viewer Act; Part
73 Definition and Measurement of Signals of Grade B Intensuy CS Docket No. 98-20] 14 FCC Red 2654 (adopted :
Feb. 1, 1999) (“SHVA Report and Order™) at 15. o . \ L
‘Id.

*1d at 33.

3 Television Broadcast Service, Third Notice of Further Proposed Rule Making (“Third FNPRM”), 16 FR 3072,
3075 (1951), adopted by Television Broadcast service, Sixth Report and Order, 41 FCC 148 (1952).

 SHVA Report and Order at 34.

7 One commenter has suggested moving to a higher picture quality standard based on the TASO Grade 2 picture.
Comments of Richard L. Biby, PE, at pp. 4-6.




scope of the Commission’s Notice is limited to prescribing a better point-to-point predi'ctive

>_ model Congress also specrﬁcally dlrected the Comm1551on to determme whether 1t may be

For the purposes of 1dent1fymg an unserved household under o
section 119(d)(10) of title 17, United States Code, within 1 year
after the date of enactment of the Satellite Home Viewer g
Improvement Act of 1999, the Commission shall conclude an
inquiry to evaluate all possible standards and factors for -
determining eligibility for retransmission of the signals of network -
stations, and, if appropriate — (A) recommend modifications to the

Grade B intensity standard for analog signals set forth in section
73.683(a) of its regulations (47 CFR 73.683(a)), or recommend
altematrve standards or factors for purposes of determmmg such
ellglblhty e T s _ I

¥ Satellite Home Viewer Improvement Act of 1999 (“SHVIA™), Title I of the Intellectual Property and
Communications Omnibus Reform Act of 1999, PL 106-113, 113 Stat. 1501, Appendix I (1999) (codified in
scattered sections of 17 and 47 U. S C.), section 1008 (adding a new section 339 to Title III of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended).




, appropnateness of the Grade B srgnal mtensrty standard for purposes of determlmng ehgrbtllty?to

receive dlstmct network signals by satellite, as requlred by Congress There lS no reason why the
Commission cannot seek to improve the ILLR model in the instant proceeding at the same trme . o

‘that it conducts an 1nqu1ry mto modlfymg or replacmg the Grade B standard Creatrng an

‘.:v.\rﬂu ' .

; 1mproved srgnal mtensrty standard is necessary to ensure\that countless unserved households are b

standard on the behef that 1t d1d not have authorlty to create a spemal Grade B standard solely for

the purposes of the SHVA 19 Under the SHVIA, however the Commlssmn now has exphcrt R o

authority --and the responsxbrhty-- to review the need for modtﬁcatlons to the Grade B standard
and to report the results to Congress in less than 8 months. -Now is the time to exercise that

authority and conduct the mandated inquiry. NRTC urges the Commission to act promptly to

fulfill this clear Congressional mandate.

® Establishment of an Improved Model For Predicting the Broadcast Television Field Strength Received at
Individual Locations, FCC 00-17 (ET Docket No. 00-11, released January 20, 2000) at § 1, Note 2.

' SHVA Report and Order at 43.




atelhte camer to the
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srgnal is at least Grade B 1nten51ty

R
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mqumes from consumers who have encountered problems w1th the warver process Similar o

letters"Weregsent to other p‘rograrn distribuiors; satellite carriers; netwOrk afﬁliates and trade it

assocratlons On February 28 2000 NRTC submltted its response along thh results of surveys B

s - -

it conducted of its membersh1p, 1ndlcat1ng that NRTC members are expenencmg contlnumg

dlfﬁcultres Vlflth the waiver process As descnbed in NRTC s response DlrecTV notlﬁed the
General Managers of all local network affiliate stations on February 15, 2000, that NRTC, its
members and affiliates would file waiver requests directly with the stations on behalf of their

subscribers. DirecTV requested that the network affiliates give these waiver requests the same

consideration as waiver requests submitted directly to the network affiliates by DirecTV.

" See SHVIA section 1008.



11. Whena waiver request is'deniéd; and the subscriber requests a test of sighal_

S )

‘ir;te'nsity, the satelliteﬁc-.ar;i‘;:r and the l:;>caI" network telcﬁ:v,isionvs‘tatiahl Aare: io séléctyla qualif.ied_: and
independent persbn to conduct the test. If the test shows that the satellite subscriber is ablé to
receive a signal of at least Grade B, the satellite company will pay for the test. If the test revea];
that the satellite subscriber cannot regeive a Grade B signél, the television station will pay for tixe
test. The SH VIA requires that the test be performed no more than 30 d_ays after the subsc.ribe.l":‘; : |

submits the request. In the event that a satellite company and the television station are unable to

-7-




broadcasters. . -

Iv. CONCLUS[ON L

14. Whlle NRTC supports the Commission’s proposal to 1mprove the ILLR model by
including certain clutter loss parameters, this effort is not likely to predlct accurately v\hether
subscribers actually receive an acceptable picture over-the-air. NRTC urges the Commission, in

a separate inquiry, to honor its statutory obligation and examine the Grade B standard itself. In

> Comments of DirecTV, Inc. at pp. 9-10.
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